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muck my individual opinion you seek to discover as what anyone may
chance to believe). By body I understand everything admitting 9of
being circumscribed by a place like a stone. Another property is
the capacity of being defined by its place in such a way that the
whole of it is in the whole of the place, and the whole is in every
part, as is the case of the indivisible parts of quantity, or of a stone,
or of similar things, ivhich some of our more recent ivr-iters introduce
and pourtray as being indivisible after the fashion of the Angels or
of indivisible souls, securing in this a certain amount of applause
at least among themselves, as we may see in Oviedo1. A further
quality is to be extended actually, like a stme, or virtually like
the above-?nentioned indivisibles. Another is to be divisible into a
number of parts, like the stone, or to be incapable of such partition,
like the said indivisibles. Yet again a body may be moved by another,
as a stone that is fwced upwards, or by itself, like a stone falling
downwards. Once more it can feel,.as a dog does, think, as monkeys
can, or imagine, like a mule. Anything that I have formerly come
across, ivhich -was moved either by something else or by itself, ivhich
felt, imagined or thought, I have called a body, unless there was
some reason for not doing so, and such things I even now call body.

But this, you say, was wrong and quite erroneous. For I judged
that to have the power of self-movement, as also of feeling or thinking,
by no means pertained to the nature of body2.

You judged ? Since you say so, I believe it; thought is free.
But while you so thought, you allowed each individual to retain his
own opinion freely; and I shall not believe you to be, as you would
like, the arbiter of all thoughts, rejecting some and approving others,
unless you possess some canon that is certain and handy. But since
you have made no mention of this, when you bade us renounce all our
former beliefs, I shall take advantage of the liberty that nature has
granted us. You formerly judged, and I formerly judged. I judged
one thing, you another, and perhaps both of us were wrong. Certainly
our judging was not free from doubt, if both of us had at the
very outset to divest ourselves of those previous opinions. Where-
fore, not to prolong the strife too far, if you wish to define body in
your own peculiar way, as in the way first given, I have no objections.
I go so far as to admit, as long as I remember your definition, that
you have defined not body universally but a certain kind of body

1  Oviedo was a Catholic writer on philosophy who published his works in
France.   The work here referred to appears to be that termed Integer Cursus
Philosophicus by R,. P. Franeiscus de Oviedo, 1640.

2  Ci Med. p. 151.